UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 96-6708

CLI NTON MCDANI ELS; ROGER BAI LEY,
Plaintiffs - Appellants,
and
HARCLD L. PALMER, EACH AND EVERY OTHER | NVATE
I N THE SAVE SI M LAR SI TUATI ON,
Plaintiffs,
ver sus
WLLIAM C. DUNCI L, Warden, Huttonsville Cor-
rectional Center; N CHOLAS J. HUN, Commi s-
sioner of the West Virginia Departnment of Cor-
rections; ROY WHI TE, Hospital Adm nistrator;
ANY OTHER PERSON HAVI NG POWVER TO TRANSFER
| NMATES FROM ONE PLACE TO ANOTHER,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Northern Dis-
trict of West Virginia, at Elkins. Robert Earl Maxwell, Seni or
District Judge. (CA-95-116-2)

Subm tt ed: Novenber 21, 1996 Deci ded: Decenber 3, 1996

Before HALL, WLKINS, and HAMLTON, GCircuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Clinton McDaniels, Roger L. Bailey, Appellants Pro Se. Silas Bent
Tayl or, Deputy Attorney General, Charleston, West Virginia; Leslie
K. Kiser, WEST VI RG NI A DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTI ONS, Charl eston, West
Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Appel | ants, West Virginiainmtes, appeal thedistrict court's
order denying relief ontheir 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (1994) acti on pursu-
ant to 28 U . S.C. 8§ 1915(d) (1994), anended by Prison Litigation

Reform Act, Pub. L. No. 104-134, 110 Stat. 1321 (1996). W have
reviewed the record and the district court's opinion and find that
this appeal is frivolous. Accordingly, we dism ss the appeal on the

reasoning of the district court. MDaniels v. Duncil, No. CA-95-

116-2 (N.D.W Va. Apr. 15, 1996). We dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contenti ons are adequately presented in
the materi al s before the court and argunent woul d not ai d t he deci -

si onal process.
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